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Abstract
The Kerr-Schild (KS) formalism is a powerful tool for constructing exact solutions
in general relativity. In this paper, we present a generalization of the conventional KS
formalism to double field theory (DFT) and supergravities. We introduce a generalized KS
ansatz for the generalized metric in terms of a pair of null vectors. Applying this ansatz
to the equations of motion of DFT, we construct the generalized KS field equation. While
the generalized KS equations are quadratic in the fields, we show that it is possible to
find solutions by considering linear equations only. Furthermore, we construct a Killing
spinor equation under the generalized KS ansatz. Based on this formalism, we show that
the classical double copy structure, which represents solutions of the Einstein equation
in terms of solutions of the Maxwell equation, can be extended to the entire massless
string NS-NS sector. We propose a supersymmetric classical double copy which shows that
solutions of the Killing spinor equation can be realized in terms of solutions of the BPS
equation of the supersymmetric Maxwell theory.
1kanghoon.lee1@gmail.com
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1 Introduction
The Kerr-Schild (KS) formalism [1–3] has been a powerful tool for constructing exact
solutions of the vacuum Einstein equations since the construction of the rotating black
hole solution [1]. The KS metric ansatz incorporates a geodesic null congruence ℓ in a
background spacetime g˜, which plays a central role in the formalism by reducing Einstein’s
field equation to a set of linear differential equations. The original KS formalism describes
an algebraically special vacuum spacetime in a flat background, but it is extended to
arbitrary on-shell backgrounds with nontrivial matter fields, such as electromagnetism and
perfect fluids (See [4] for a detailed review of the KS formalism and original references).
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One of the interesting applications of the KS formalism is the so called classical double
copy [5]. It states that a class of solutions of the Einstein field equations can be represented
by solutions of the Maxwell or linearized Yang-Mills equations, and it is examined in various
examples [6–17]. As is well known, gravity scattering amplitudes can be represented by the
square of Yang-Mills scattering amplitudes in accordance with the so-called BCJ double
copy relation [18–20], which is inherited from the KLT relation [21] in closed string theory
scattering amplitudes. Since the BCJ relation holds in tree level amplitudes [22–27], it is
natural to deduce its extension to the level of the classical Lagrangian and the equations
of motion [20, 28–33]. From the classical double copy relation, the geodesic null vector ℓ
in the KS ansatz is identified with the Maxwell field Aµ. According to the BCJ relation,
scattering amplitudes of the entire massless NS-NS sector can be represented by a product
of two Yang-Mills scattering amplitudes. However, the classical double copy is available
for the Einstein field equation only, since it is not possible to describe the Kalb-Ramond
field using the single null congruence ℓ in the conventional KS formalism. So it is desirable
to develop an alternative framework to describe the full classical double copy.
Double field theory(DFT) [34–39] is a string low energy effective field theory with
manifest O(d, d) T-duality. The manifest O(d, d) invariance requires doubling spacetime
dimensions, however, an additional constraint, the so-called section condition, should be
imposed for it to be a consistent field theory. It provides a unified geometric framework for
the entire closed string massless NS-NS sector encoded in DFT field variables [40–43]: the
generalized metricHMN and the DFT dilaton d. As in general relativity, the field equations
are given in terms of curvatures only: the generalized Ricci scalar and tensor. One of
the crucial features of DFT is the doubled local structure group. The maximal compact
subgroup of O(d, d) that includes the Lorentz group is given by O(1, d−1)L×O(1, d−1)R.
Each local Lorentz group is originated from the left or right sector of the closed string, and
this structure fits well with the double copy relation [44, 45].
The aim of this paper is twofold. First, we formulate a generalization of the conven-
tional Kerr-Schild formalism to DFT and supergravities. We introduce a generalized KS
ansatz for the generalized metric in terms of a pair of null vectors satisfying the so-called
generalized geodesic equation. We construct the corresponding equations of motion by
substituting the generalized KS ansatz into the DFT field equations. The field equations
are expressed in terms of the supergravity fields. Interestingly, unlike the conventional KS
formalism in GR, the generalized KS field equations are quadratic in the fields, due to the
presence of the DFT dilaton. However, we show that the generalized KS field equations
can be reduced to linear equations and the field equations can be solved by considering the
linear equations only. We also construct the Killing spinor equations under the generalized
KS ansatz.
Second, based on the generalized KS formalism, we extend the classical double copy
by including the entire massless NS-NS sector. Assuming the geometry admits a Killing
vector, we derive two independent Maxwell equations by contracting a Killing vector with
the generalized KS field equation. This implies that solutions of the field equation under
the generalized KS ansatz can be represented by solutions of the Maxwell equation. We
also identify the linearized bi-adjoint scalar field [27, 46] in a similar way and check the
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so-called zeroth copy relation [5]. We establish a supersymmetric generalization of the
classical double copy which represent solutions of the Killing spinor equation in DFT
and supergravities [47–50] in terms of solutions of the BPS equations in supersymmetric
Maxwell theory.
This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we review the properties of the
linearized perturbation of the generalized metric and define the generalized Kerr-Schild
ansatz using the properties. We express the corresponding metric and Kalb-Ramond field
ansatz as well as local frame fields in terms of the null vectors. We show that T-duality
maps a generalized KS ansatz to another generalized KS ansatz. In section 3, we construct
generalized KS equations in a flat background. Even though the equations are quadratic in
the fields, we show that the equations can be solved by considering only linear equations.
We establish the classical double copy for the entire massless NS-NS sector by extending
the conventional one in GR. In section 4, we extend the results of section 3 and construct
the generalized KS equations in an arbitrary on-shell background. The structure of the
generalized KS equations is the same as in the flat background case, which makes it possible
to solve the generalized KS equations by considering linear equations alone. In section 5,
Killing spinor equations are considered under the generalized KS ansatz. We show that the
Killing spinor equations lead to the BPS equation of the supersymmetric Maxwell theory.
We end in section 6 by considering some examples for generalized KS formalism.
2 Generalized Kerr-Schild ansatz in DFT
In general relativity (GR) the Kerr-Schild ansatz is a minimal extension of linear pertur-
bation around a background metric g˜. It is achieved by introducing a null vector ℓ, and
the ansatz is given by
gµν = g˜µν + κϕℓµℓν , µ, ν, · · · = 0, 1, · · · d− 1 , (2.1)
where κ is an expansion parameter. The main advantage of the Kerr-Schild ansatz is that
it preserves some features of the linearized perturbation. The form of the inverse metric
and its determinant are
gµν = g˜µν − κϕℓµℓν , det(g) = det(g˜) . (2.2)
Furthermore, if we assume ℓ is geodesic, ℓµ∇µℓν = 0, the Einstein equation reduces to a
linear equation1.
In this section we review the properties of the linearized perturbation of the generalized
metric and introduce a generalized KS ansatz for the generalized metric in terms of a pair
of null vectors. We introduce generalized frame fields in DFT and the corresponding gener-
alized KS ansatz. We parametrize the generalized KS ansatz in terms of the supergravity
fields. Finally, we investigate Buscher’s rule and show that the form of the generalized
Kerr-Schild ansatz is preserved under T-duality.
1See appendix A for a review of the Kerr-Schild formalism in general relativity.
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2.1 Linear perturbations of generalized metric
The field content of DFT consists of the generalized metric HMN and the DFT dilaton d.
The generalized metric is a symmetric O(d, d) tensor satisfying O(d, d) constraint
HMNJ NPHPQ = JMQ , (2.3)
where M,N,P · · · are O(d, d) vector indices, and JMN is the O(d, d) metric with an off-
diagonal form
JMN =
(
0 δµν
δµ
ν 0
)
. (2.4)
It raises and lowers the O(d, d) vector indices. Solving the O(d, d) constraint (2.3), one
can find a parametrization of H in terms of the metric gµν and the Kalb-Ramond field Bµν
HMN =
(
gµν −gµρBρν
Bµρg
ρν gµν −BµρgρσBσν
)
. (2.5)
Before discussing the generalization of the conventional KS ansatz to DFT, it is worth-
while to analyze the properties of linear perturbations of the generalized metric. We de-
compose the generalized metric H into the background part plus a small perturbation
γˆ,
HMN = H0MN + γˆMN , |γˆMN | ≪ 1 . (2.6)
where H0 is a background generalized metric satisfying the O(d, d) constraint (2.3). By
substituting (2.6) into (2.3), we obtain a constraint on γˆ. If we truncate the higher order
terms and keep the linear terms, we have
H0J γˆ + γˆJH0 = 0 . (2.7)
Since the background O(d, d) constraint can be written as H0MNHN0 P = δMP , it
defines a chirality in the O(d, d) vector representation and the corresponding background
projection operators
P0 =
1
2
(J +H0) , P¯0 = 1
2
(J −H0) . (2.8)
These satisfy the following defining properties for projection operators:
P 20 = P0 , P¯
2
0 = P¯0 , P0P¯0 = P¯0P0 = 0 . (2.9)
The P0 and P¯0 project O(d, d) vector representation into chiral and antichiral subsectors
respectively. By means of the complete relation, δMN = P0
M
N + P¯0
M
N , γˆ is decomposed
into three independent parts according to the background chiralities:
γˆ = γ + γ¯ +E + Et (2.10)
where γ and γ¯ are chiral and anti-chiral parts respectively, and E is the mixed chirality
part
γ = P0γˆP0 , γ¯ = P¯0γˆP¯0 , E = P0γˆP¯0 . (2.11)
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The key feature of the linear perturbation of H is that both chiral and anti-chiral parts
vanish
γ = 0 , γ¯ = 0 . (2.12)
One can easily check this by substituting (2.10) to (2.7). Hence only the mixed chirality
part contributes to the linear perturbation of H, γˆ = E +Et. Solving (2.12), one can find
the parametrization of γˆ in terms of d-dimensional fields
γˆ =
(
−g˜−1hg˜−1 g˜−1hg˜−1B˜ − g˜−1b
−B˜g˜−1hg˜−1 + bg˜−1 h+ B˜g˜−1hg˜−1B˜ − bg˜−1B˜ − B˜g˜−1b
)
, (2.13)
where g˜ and B˜ are the background metric and Kalb-Ramond field, and h and b are in-
finitesimal symmetric and antisymmetric tensors respectively. This is consistent with the
linearized perturbation of the generalized metric (2.5) under the following expansion of g
and B
gµν = g˜µν + hµν , Bµν = B˜µν + bµν . (2.14)
2.2 Generalized Kerr-Schild ansatz
In the above we investigated linear perturbation of the generalized metric. We showed
that only the mixed chirality part E contributes to the small fluctuation γˆ. Following the
conventional Kerr-Schild ansatz, we now assume that γˆ is a finite perturbation. It means
that (2.6) is no longer a linearized approximation, but an exact relation. In addition,
we require (2.7) to hold even for finite γˆ in order to keep some properties of the linear
perturbation. This implies γˆ must be a nilpotent matrix
γˆJ γˆ = 0 . (2.15)
As we have seen in (2.12) this leads to γ = γ¯ = 0, and E contributes to γˆ only. Thus the
nilpotency condition of γˆ reads
EMNE
tN
P = E
t
MNE
N
P = 0 . (2.16)
By definition E satisfies the following chirality conditions:
EMN = P0MPE
P
N = EMP P¯0
P
N . (2.17)
Now we want to represent E as a product of two vectors. Any 2d× 2d matrix E with
rank n can be recast in terms of n-pairs of some O(d, d) vectors KaM and K¯
a
M
EMN =
n∑
a=1
ϕaKaM K¯
a
N , (2.18)
where ϕa are scalar functions. For the purpose of generalizing the conventional Kerr-Schild
ansatz (A.1), we set n = 1 throughout this paper
EMN = ϕKM K¯
t
N . (2.19)
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Even in the case n > 1, we can always describe E using a single pair of vectors by absorbing
the rest of them, Ka and K¯a for a ≥ 2, into the background generalized metric H0
HMN = H0MN +
n∑
a=1
ϕa
(
KaMK¯
a
N +K
a
NK¯
a
M
)
,
= H′0MN + ϕ1
(
K1MK¯
1
N +K
1
MK¯
1
N
)
.
(2.20)
Let us analyze the properties of K and K¯. The fact that E is a nilpotent matrix
implies K and K¯ are null vectors
KMK
M = 0 , K¯MK¯
M = 0 . (2.21)
From the chirality condition on E in (2.17), we impose background chiralities on KM and
K¯M
P0MNK
N = KM , P¯0MN K¯
N = K¯M , KMK¯
M = 0 . (2.22)
Taking all the results together, the generalized metric can be written as
HMN = H0MN + κϕ
(
KMK¯N + K¯MKN
)
. (2.23)
We refer this form as the generalized Kerr-Schild ansatz. Here κ is just a formal expansion
parameter to aid in computation and does not have any physical meaning. This ansatz
satisfies the O(d, d) constraint (2.3) automatically without any approximation or trunca-
tion.
One can define the projection operators with respect to the total generalized metric
HMN (2.23),
PMN = JMN +HMN , P¯MN = JMN −HMN . (2.24)
The background chirality condition (2.22) still holds even if we replace P0 and P¯0 by P
and P¯ due to (2.21) and (2.22),
PMNK
N = KM , P¯MNK¯
N = K¯M . (2.25)
It is illuminating to compare with the conventional Kerr-Schild ansatz. We parametrize
the 2d-dimensional null vectors K and K¯ in terms of the d-dimensional vectors lµ and kµ
KM =
1√
2
(
lµ
kµ
)
, K¯M =
1√
2
(
l¯µ
k¯µ
)
. (2.26)
The background projection operators P0 and P¯0 are also parametrized in terms of the
background metric g˜ and two-form gauge field B˜
P0 =
1
2
(
g˜−1 1d − g˜−1B˜
1d + B˜g˜
−1 g˜ − B˜g˜−1B˜
)
,
P¯0 =
1
2
(
−g˜−1 1d + g˜−1B˜
1d − B˜g˜−1 −g˜ + B˜g˜−1B˜
)
,
(2.27)
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where 1d is the d-dimensional identity matrix. Substituting the above parametrizations
into (2.22), we get a relation between kµ and l
µ (k¯µ and l¯
µ as well)
kµ =
(
g˜µν + B˜µν
)
lν , k¯µ =
(− g˜µν + B˜µν)l¯ν . (2.28)
Then KM and K¯M are parametrized by lµ and l¯µ
KM =
1√
2
(
lµ
(g˜ + B˜)µν l
ν
)
, K¯M =
1√
2
(
l¯µ
(−g˜ + B˜)µν l¯ν
)
. (2.29)
Upon substituting this result into the null condition of K and K¯ (2.21), one finds that lµ
and l¯µ are also null vectors
lµg˜µν l
ν = lµlµ = 0 , l¯
µg˜µν l¯
ν = l¯µ l¯µ = 0 , (2.30)
however, lµ and l¯µ do not have to be orthogonal to each other, lµl¯µ 6= 0. Here we used
the background metric g˜ for raising and lowering the indices. Note that lµg
µν l¯ν 6= lµg˜µν l¯ν
unlike the conventional Kerr-Schild ansatz.
Consequently, γˆ is parametrized in terms of l and l¯
2K(M K¯N) =
(
l(µ l¯ν) 12
(
lµk¯ν + l¯
µkν
)
1
2
(
kµ l¯
ν + k¯µl
ν
)
k(µk¯ν)
)
,
=
(
l(µ l¯ν) 12
(
l¯µlν − lµ l¯ν − (lµ l¯ρ + l¯µlρ)B˜ρν
)
1
2
(
lµ l¯
ν − l¯µlν + B˜µρ(lρl¯ν + l¯ρlν)
)
(l + B˜l)(µ(−l¯ + B˜l¯)ν)
)
,
(2.31)
where (±l + B˜l)µ = ±lµ +Bµν lν . Upon the parametrization of H and the generalized KS
ansatz, one can read off the corresponding metric and Kalb-Ramond field
(g−1)µν = (g˜−1)µν + κϕl(µ l¯ν) ,
gµν = g˜µν − κϕ
1 + 12κϕ(l · l¯)
l(µ l¯ν) ,
Bµν = B˜µν +
κϕ
1 + 12κϕ(l · l¯)
l[µl¯ν] ,
(2.32)
where l · l¯ = lµg˜µν l¯ν .
If we identify lµ and l¯µ and ignore the B˜, (2.32) reduces to the conventional Kerr-Schild
ansatz
gµν = g˜µν + κϕlµlν ,
gµν = g˜µν − κϕlµlν .
(2.33)
The determinant of the metric g can be computed by using Sylvester’s determinant
theorem. If we introduce L and L˜,
Lµ
a =
(
lµ l¯µ
)
, L˜aµ =
(
l¯µ
lµ
)
, a = 1, 2 , (2.34)
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we can write gµν in terms of Lµ and L˜µ
gµν = g˜µν − κϕ
1 + 12κϕ(l · l¯)
2∑
a=1
Lµ
aL˜aν . (2.35)
According to the Sylvester’s identity one can compute
det g = (det g˜)
(
1 +
1
2
κϕ(l · l¯)
)−2
. (2.36)
It is interesting to note that the metric and the Kalb-Ramond field are not linear in
κ, unlike the generalized KS ansatz (2.23). However, as we will see later, the equations
of motion are linear with respect to κ. Furthermore, one can define the B-field by anti-
symmetrizing these two null vectors, which is not available in the conventional Kerr-Schild
ansatz.
2.3 Double vielbein
One of the most distinctive feature of DFT is the doubled local Lorentz group, O(1, d −
1)L × O(1, d− 1)R (c.f. O(1, d− 1) in Riemannain geometry). This structure is inherited
from the left and right sector decomposition of the closed string. Each of the local Lorentz
groups of the left and right sectors corresponds to O(1, d−1)L and O(1, d−1)R respectively.
Now we construct the generalized frame fields, or double-vielbeins with respect to
the generalized KS ansats. We introduce a background double-vielbeins V0M
m and V¯0M
m¯
satisfying (B.4), which is the defining condition of the double-vielbeins. Here m,n, p, · · ·
and m¯, n¯, p¯, · · · are generalized frame indices for O(1, d−1)L and O(1, d−1)R respectively2.
The background projection operators are denoted by
V0M
mV t0mN = P0MN , V¯0M
m¯V¯ t0 m¯N = −P¯0MN . (2.37)
V0 and V¯0 are parametrized by
V0 =
1√
2
(
e˜−1
e˜+ B˜e˜−1
)
, V¯0 =
1√
2
(
˜¯e−1
−˜¯e+ B˜ ˜¯e−1
)
, (2.38)
where e˜ and ˜¯e are background vielbeins corresponding to the same background metric
e˜µ
me˜mν = ˜¯eµ
m¯ ˜¯em¯ν = g˜µν . (2.39)
Now let us consider the generalized Kerr-Schild ansatz for the double vielbeins VM
m
and V¯M
m¯. Similar to the generalized Kerr-Schild ansatz of H, we divide the double-vielbein
into the background part and its deviations vM
m and v¯M
m¯,
VM
m = V0M
m + κvM
m ,
V¯M
m = V¯0M
m + κv¯M
m¯ .
(2.40)
2We use the sign convention in [41]
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Substituting the above expansion into (B.4), we find explicit expressions of vM
m and v¯M
m¯
as follows:
vM
m =
1
2
ϕK¯MK
NV0N
m , v¯M
m¯ = −1
2
ϕKM K¯
N V¯0N
m¯ . (2.41)
Note that the parametrization of K and K¯ in (2.29) can be denoted by using V (0)M
m and
V¯ (0)M
m¯
KM = V0M
me˜mµl
µ = V0M
mlm , K¯M = V¯0M
m¯ ˜¯em¯µl¯
µ = V¯0M
m¯l¯m¯ . (2.42)
Conversely, lm and l¯m¯ are represented as
lm = V0m
MKM := Km , l¯m¯ = −V¯0m¯MK¯M := −K¯m¯ . (2.43)
Upon this relation, we can parametrize the vM
m and v¯M
m¯
vM
m =
1
2
ϕV¯0M
m¯ l¯m¯l
m =
ϕ
2
√
2
(
l¯µlm
(−g˜ + B˜)µν l¯ν lm
)
,
v¯M
m¯ =
1
2
ϕV0M
mlm l¯
m¯ =
ϕ
2
√
2
(
lµ l¯m¯
(g˜ + B˜)µν l
ν l¯m¯
)
.
(2.44)
Due to the null property of lµ and l¯µ, v and v¯ satisfy
(vt)m
MvMn = 0 , (v¯
t)m¯
M v¯Mn¯ = 0 , (v
t)m
M v¯Mn¯ = 0 ,
vMm(v
t)mN = 0 , v¯Mm¯(v¯
t)m¯N = 0 ,
(2.45)
Then the generalized Kerr-Schild ansatz for the vielbeins associated with the metric ansatz
in (2.32) are given by
eµm = e˜
µ
m +
1
2
κϕl¯µlν e˜νm , eµ
m = e˜µ
m − κϕ
2 + κϕ(l · l¯) lµ l¯
ν e˜ν
m ,
e¯µm¯ = ˜¯e
µ
m¯ +
1
2
κϕlµ l¯ν ˜¯eνm¯ , e¯µ
m¯ = ˜¯eµ
m¯ − κϕ
2 + κϕ(l · l¯) l¯µl
ν ˜¯eν
m¯ .
(2.46)
2.4 T-duality
We now investigate T-duality transformation of the generalized Kerr-Schild ansatz. By
definition, the generalized metric is covariant under the O(d, d) transformation
H′MN = OMPONQHPQ , (2.47)
where O ∈ O(d, d). Since it is a linear transformation, the form of the generalized Kerr-
Schild ansatz should be preserved
H′MN = H′0MN + κϕ
(
K ′M K¯
′
N +K
′
N K¯
′
M
)
, (2.48)
where
H′0MN = OMPONQH0PQ , (2.49)
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and
K ′M = OMNKN , K¯ ′M = OMNK¯N . (2.50)
Taking the isometry direction to be z, we set O as
OMN =
(
δµν − δµzδzν δµzδνz
δµ
zδzν δµ
ν − δµzδzν
)
=


δij 0 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 δi
j 0
0 1 0 0

 . (2.51)
From (2.49) and (2.50) one can read off Buscher’s rule for the background metric and the
Kalb-Ramond field
g˜′zz =
1
g˜zz
, g˜′iz =
B˜iz
g˜zz
, B˜′iz =
g˜iz
g˜zz
,
g˜′ij = g˜ij −
g˜iz g˜jz − B˜izB˜jz
g˜zz
, B˜′ij = B˜ij −
B˜iz g˜jz − g˜izB˜jz
g˜zz
,
(2.52)
and for the null vectors l and l¯
l′i = li , l′z =
(
g˜ + B˜
)
zµl
µ ,
l¯′i = l¯i , l¯′z = −(g˜ − B˜)zµl¯µ . (2.53)
Note that indices of the new null vectors l′µ and l¯′µ are raised and lowered by new back-
ground metric, g˜′. Explicit calculations give components of l′µ and l¯′µ:
l′i = li −
(g˜iz − B˜iz)lz
g˜zz
, l′z =
lz
g˜zz
,
l¯′i = l¯i −
(g˜iz + B˜iz)l¯z
g˜zz
, l¯′z = −
l¯z
g˜zz
.
(2.54)
It is straightforward to show that l′ and l¯′ remains as null vectors with respect to the new
background metric g˜′, l′µg˜′µν l′ν = 0 and l¯′µg˜′µν l¯′ν = 0. However, l′µg˜′µν l¯′ν is not preserved
and changes to
l′µg˜′µν l¯
′ν = lµg˜µν l¯ν − 2lz l¯z
g˜zz
. (2.55)
One may show that the Buscher’s rule for gµν and Bµν can be rewritten by the generalized
KS ansatz in terms of the transformed fields
g′µν = g˜
′
µν −
κϕ
1 + 12κϕ(l
′ · l¯′) l
′
(µ l¯
′
ν) ,
B′µν = B˜
′
µν +
κϕ
1 + 12κϕ(l
′ · l¯′) l
′
[µl¯
′
ν] .
(2.56)
Therefrore, T-duality preserves the generalized KS ansatz form and maps a generalized
KS spacetime to another one.
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3 Field equations in a flat background
In this section we analyze DFT field equations by applying the generalized Kerr-Schild
ansatz in a flat background. Similar to GR, field equations of DFT are given by geometric
quantities in doubled space: the generalized Ricci tensor and scalar. Unlike the conven-
tional KS case, DFT field equations are quadratic in κ, however, we show that the field
equations can be reduced to linear equations. We also discuss how the classical double
copy is realized in the generalized KS formalism.
3.1 Constructing field equations
In a flat background, the background generalized metric and dilaton are given by
H0MN =
(
ηµν 0
0 ηµν
)
, d0 = constant , (3.1)
where ηµν is a d-dimensional Minkowskian metric. We choose a coordinate system in which
the flat metric become a constant such that η = diag(−1, 1, 1, · · · , 1). As we have seen in
the previous section, the generalized KS ansatz is linear in κ. On the other hand, there is
no restriction on DFT dilaton d, and it does not have to be linear in general
d = d0 + κf , f =
∞∑
n=0
f (n)κn . (3.2)
The null and orthogonality conditions of KM and K¯M lead to a significant simplification
in the computation. For instance one can find useful identities
KM∂NKM = 0 , K¯
M∂N K¯M = 0 ,
KM∂NK¯M = 0 , K¯
M∂NKM = 0 .
(3.3)
In DFT, local gauge symmetry is given by the generalized Lie derivative, which is a
manifest O(d, d) covariant combination of a diffeomorphism and a one-form gauge trans-
formation of Kalb-Ramond field
LˆXHMN = XP∂PHMN +
(
∂MX
P − ∂PXM
)HPN + (∂NXP − ∂PXN)HMP ,
LˆX
(
e−2d
)
= ∂M
(
XMe−2d
)
,
(3.4)
where XM is a O(d, d) covariant gauge parameter combining the diffeomorphism parameter
δxµ and the one-form gauge parameter Λµ, X
M = {Λµ , δxµ}. The covariant derivative ∇M
and the corresponding DFT connection ΓM are defined in [42]. Substituting the generalized
KS ansatz and (3.2) into the DFT connection (B.13), we get 3
ΓPMN = ∂P
(
ϕK[MK¯N ]
)− ∂J(ϕKP K¯[M)P¯0JN ] − ∂J(ϕK¯PK[M)P0JN ]
− 1
2
ϕ
(
KPK[MK¯
J∂|J |
(
ϕK¯N ]
)
+ K¯P K¯[Mk
J∂|J |
(
ϕKN ]
))
− 4
d− 1
(
P0P [MP0N ]
J + P¯0P [M P¯0N ]
J + ϕKP K¯[MH0N ]J + ϕK¯PK[MH0N ]J
)
∂Jf
+
1
d− 1
(
P0P [MKN ]∂J
(
ϕK¯J)− P¯0P [MK¯N ]∂J
(
ϕkJ
))
.
(3.5)
3In Appendix B, we briefly summarize the semi-covariant approach of DFT.
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It is straightforward to check that the DFT connection satisfies the following identities
from (3.3)
KPΓPMNK¯
N = 0 , K¯PΓPMNK
N = 0 , ΓPPMK
M = ΓPPMK¯
M = 0 . (3.6)
Using the DFT connection, one can introduce the generalized curvature tensor SMN
and scalar S, which are defined in (B.24). The DFT field equations are given by generalized
curvatures as in GR
S = 0 , SMN = 0 . (3.7)
One can get a consistency condition by contracting KM and K¯M with SMN ,
KKK¯LSKL = 2K
KK¯L∂K∂Lf − 1
2
ϕKKKL∂KK¯M∂LK¯
M
+
1
2
ϕK¯KK¯L∂KKM∂LK
M = 0 .
(3.8)
Analogous to the geodesic condition (A.8) in the conventional Kerr-Schild formalism, we
require
KM∇MK¯N = KM∂MK¯N = 0 , K¯M∇MKN = K¯M∂MKN = 0 , (3.9)
and
KKK¯L∇K∂Lf = KKK¯L∂K∂Lf = 0 , (3.10)
where ∇M is the semi-covariant derivative defined in terms of the DFT connection ΓMNP
in (B.13). As the name suggests, it is not covariant under the generalized Lie derivative
by itself, but it should be combined with projection operators to make it covariant
P¯M
PPN
Q∇PVQ , PMP P¯NQ∇PVQ , PPQ∇PVQ , P¯PQ∇PVQ . (3.11)
Thus, one can check that (3.9) and (3.10) are covariant under the generalized Lie derivative
as well as the O(d, d) transformation. Substituting the parametrization of KM and K¯M
into (2.29), they yield the following d-dimensional expressions:
lµ∂µ l¯ν = 0 , l¯
µ∂µlν = 0 , l
µ l¯ν∂µ∂νf = 0 , (3.12)
where we have used the section condition, namely
∂M =
(
∂˜µ
∂µ
)
=
(
0
∂µ
)
. (3.13)
If we identify lµ and l¯µ and ignore f , (3.12) reduces to the conventional geodesic equation
(A.8). Hence we will denote (3.9) and (3.10) as generalized geodesic equations, though the
notion of geodesic is not obvious in the doubled spacetime point of view.
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By applying the generalized Kerr-Schild ansatz to (3.7), we can represent the DFT
field equations in terms of the null vectors KM and K¯M
SKL = κ
[
− 1
2
HMN0 ∂M∂N
(
ϕK(KK¯L)
)
+ ∂M∂N
(
ϕKNK¯(KP0L)
M − ϕK(KK¯N P¯0L)M
)
+ 4P0(K
M P¯0L)
N∂M∂Nf − ϕ
2
4
HMN0
(
KKKL∂M K¯P∂NK¯
P − K¯KK¯L∂MKP∂NKP
) ]
+ κ2
[
HMN0 ∂Mf∂N
(
ϕK(KK¯L)
)− 2P0(KM∂|M |(ϕKNK¯L)∂Nf)
+ 2P¯0(K
M∂|M |
(
ϕKL)K¯
N∂Nf
)− 2ϕ(P0(KMKL)K¯N − P¯0(KMKNK¯L))∂M∂Nf
+
ϕ
2
K¯KK¯LK
M∂M∂N (K
Nϕ) +
ϕ
2
KKKLK¯
M∂M∂N (K¯
Nϕ)
]
= 0 ,
(3.14)
and
S = −2κ∂K∂L(ϕKKK¯L) + 4κHKL0 ∂K∂Lf − 4κ2HKL0 ∂Kf∂Lf = 0 . (3.15)
Using the background projection operators, one can decompose SMN into three indepen-
dent parts according to the background chiralities:
P0K
MP0L
NSMN = −2κ2ϕK(KK¯MP0L)N∂N∂Mf −
κ2
4
ϕ2HMN0 KKKL∂MK¯P∂N K¯P
+
κ2
2
ϕKKKLK¯
M∂M∂N (K¯
Nϕ) = 0 , (3.16)
P¯0K
M P¯0L
NSMN = 2κ
2ϕ2KMK¯(K P¯0L)
N∂N∂Mf − κ
2
4
ϕ2HMN0 K¯KK¯L∂MKP∂NKP
+
κ2
2
ϕK¯KK¯LK
M∂M∂N (K
Nϕ) = 0 , (3.17)
P0K
M P¯0L
NSMN = −κ
2
HMN0 ∂M∂N
(
ϕKKK¯L
)
+ κ∂M∂N
(
ϕKNK¯K
)
P0L
M
− κ∂M∂N
(
ϕKKK¯
N
)
P¯0L
M + 4κP0K
M P¯0L
N∂M∂Nf
+ κ2HMN0 ∂Mf∂N
(
ϕKKK¯L
)− 2κ2P0KM∂M(ϕKN K¯L∂Nf)
+ 2κ2P¯0K
M∂M
(
ϕKLK¯
N∂Nf
)
= 0 . (3.18)
Interestingly, (3.16) and (3.17) are redundant equations, and these can be derived from the
mixed chiral part (3.18)
P0K
MP0L
NSMN = −1
2
KKK¯
MP0L
P P¯0M
QSPQ ,
P¯0K
M P¯0L
NSMN = −1
2
K¯KK
MP0L
P P¯0M
QSPQ .
(3.19)
Therefore the independent field equations are as follows:
R = −2κ∂K∂L(ϕKKK¯L) + 4κHKL0 ∂K∂Lf − 4κ2HKL0 ∂Kf∂Lf = 0 , (3.20)
and
RKL = κ
[
− 1
2
HMN0 ∂M∂N
(
ϕKKK¯L
)
+ ∂M∂N
(
ϕKN K¯LP0K
M − ϕKKK¯N P¯0LM
)
+ 4P0K
M P¯0L
N∂M∂Nf
]
+ κ2
[
HMN0 ∂Mf∂N
(
ϕKKK¯L
)
− 2P0KM∂M
(
ϕKNK¯L∂Nf
)
+ 2P¯0L
M∂M
(
ϕKKK¯
N∂Nf
) ]
= 0 .
(3.21)
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where RKL = P0KM P¯0LNSMN and we replaced the notation S into R.
Equations (3.20) and (3.21) are written in terms of O(d, d) vector indices for manifest
O(d, d) covariance. It is useful to formulate the theory, however, the O(d, d) indices are
not convenient when we solve the equations of motion due to the redundancies in the com-
ponents of RMN . Among the d(2d+1) components, only d2 components are independent.
Furthermore, the components of KM and K¯M are not independent as well, and they are
written in terms of lm and l¯m¯ through (2.42). Thus we recast the field equations in terms of
the generalized frame indices by using the background double vielbeins, V0M
m and V¯0M
m¯
R = κ
[
− ∂m∂n¯
(
ϕlm l¯n¯
)
+ 4f
]
− 4κ2∂mf∂mf = 0 ,
Rmn¯ = κ
[ 1
4

(
ϕlm l¯n¯
)− 1
4
∂m∂p
(
ϕlp l¯n¯
)− 1
4
∂n¯∂p¯
(
ϕlm l¯
p¯
)
+ ∂m∂n¯f
]
− κ
2
2
[
∂pf∂p
(
ϕlm l¯n¯
)− ∂m(ϕlp l¯n¯∂pf)− ∂n¯(ϕlm l¯p¯∂p¯f)] = 0 ,
(3.22)
where  = ∂m∂
m = ∂m¯∂
m¯ = ∂µ∂
µ. Here we have used
PMN = VMmVN
m , P¯MN = −V¯Mm¯V¯Nm¯ ,
V0
M
m∂M =
1√
2
∂m =
1√
2
em
µ∂µ , V¯0
M
m¯∂M =
1√
2
∂m¯ =
1√
2
e¯m¯
µ∂µ .
(3.23)
Note that Rmn¯ is not a symmetric tensor. The symmetric and antisymmetric parts corre-
spond to the field equations of metric and Kalb-Ramond field respectively.
There are still redundancies even in the generalized frame representation, since we can
take a further gauge fixing on the doubled local Lorentz group, O(1, d − 1)L × O(1, d −
1)R → O(1, d− 1)D, by identifying the two background vielbeins, e˜µm and ˜¯eµm¯. Thus it is
convenient to rewrite the field equations in terms of d-dimensional vector indices µ, ν, ρ · · · .
Thus the DFT and supergravity equations of motion under the generalized Kerr-Schild
ansatz read as follows:
R : κ
[
∂µ∂ν
(
ϕlµ l¯ν
)− 4f ]+ 4κ2∂µf∂µf = 0 , (3.24)
Rµν : κ
[

(
ϕlµ l¯ν
)− ∂ρ∂µ(ϕlρ l¯ν)− ∂ρ∂ν(ϕlµ l¯ρ)+ 4∂µ∂νf ]
− 2κ2
[
∂ρf∂
ρ
(
ϕlµ l¯ν
)− ∂µ(ϕlρl¯ν∂ρf)− ∂ν(ϕlµ l¯ρ∂ρf) ] = 0 . (3.25)
It is interesting that the generalized KS ansatz for gµν and Bµν is not linear in ϕ, l
µ
and l¯µ, but the field equations are linear in these fields. However, unlike the conventional
KS formalism in GR, the above equations are quadratic in κ due to the presence of f . We
will show in the following subsection that the field equations can be solved by considering
only linear equations.
3.2 Solving the field equations
One of the peculiar properties of (3.24) and (3.25) is that all the O(κ2) terms contain f . In
other words, we get purely linear equations in κ when f = 0. Using this fact, we propose
two strategies depending on which field is solved first.
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Let us consider an approach solving for κf first. Notice that if we fix κf to be a specific
function, the equations of motion reduce to linear equations in κ. Then we can solve the
corresponding ϕ, l and l¯ for a given κf by solving the linear equations. As a preliminary
step, we recast (3.24) as
∂µ∂ν
(
ϕlµ l¯ν
)
+ 4F−1F = 0 , (3.26)
where F(x) = e−κf(x). Without loss of generality, one can divide this equation into two
pieces by introducing a function λ(x) that we should fix by hand
Fλ + 1
4
λ(x)Fλ = 0 ,
λ(x) = ∂µ∂ν
(
ϕlµ l¯ν
)
.
(3.27)
Here Fλ denotes the solution for a given λ(x). Choosing a suitable λ(x), we can solve
for F exactly, since the first equation can be thought to be an inhomogeneous massless
Klein-Gordon equation. Once we solve for Fλ, we may substitute the corresponding κfλ
into (3.25), and we obtain a linear equation

(
ϕlµ l¯ν
)− ∂ρ∂µ(ϕlρ l¯ν)− ∂ρ∂ν(ϕlµ l¯ρ)+ 4∂µ∂νfλ
− 2∂ρfλ∂ρ
(
ϕlµ l¯ν
)
+ 2∂µ
(
ϕlρ l¯ν∂ρfλ
)
+ 2∂ν
(
ϕlµ l¯
ρ∂ρfλ
)
= 0 .
(3.28)
Let’s consider two simple cases.
• F = 1 or f = 0
The simplest case is just to set f = 0. In terms of the supergravity dilaton, this
corresponds to e−2φ = 1√−g . Then the field equations reduce to
∂µ∂ν
(
ϕlµ l¯ν
)
= 0 ,

(
ϕlµ l¯ν
)− ∂ρ∂µ(ϕlρ l¯ν)− ∂ρ∂ν(ϕlµ l¯ρ) = 0 . (3.29)
• λ = constant
In this case, Fλ satisfies the Klein-Gordon equation for a real massive scalar field.
For example, F is represented by the Fourier integral in a plane wave basis
Fλ(x) =
∫
dω dd−1k F˜λ(ω, ki)δ(ω2 − |~k|2 − κ
4
λ)e−i(ωt+kix
i) . (3.30)
In particular, if λ = 0 and F = F(t, x), there are infinitely many solutions, F =
F+(u) + F−(v), where u = x+ t and v = x− t.
This method is somewhat ad hoc, but it may capture the nonlinear effects of (3.24) and
(3.25).
Now let us consider the second strategy solving ϕ, lµ and l¯µ first. Recall that the
generalized KS ansatz (2.23) is linear in κ, but there is no a priori restriction on f and it is
expanded in κ to arbitrary order. Inserting the expansion of f (3.2) into (3.24) and (3.25),
we get an expansion of the DFT field equations in κ
R =
∞∑
n=1
R(n)κn , Rµν =
∞∑
n=1
R(n)µν κn . (3.31)
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The linear order equations are
∂µ∂ν
(
ϕlµ l¯ν
)− 4f (0) = 0 ,

(
ϕlµ l¯ν
)− ∂ρ∂µ(ϕlρl¯ν)− ∂ρ∂ν(ϕlµ l¯ρ)+ 4∂µ∂νf (0) = 0 , (3.32)
and the higher order equations, n ≥ 0, are
f (n+1) =
∑
p+q=n
∂µf
(p)∂µf (q) ,
∂µ∂νf
(n+1) =
1
2
[
∂ρf
(n)∂ρ
(
ϕlµ l¯ν
)− ∂µ(ϕlρ l¯ν∂ρf (n))− ∂ν(ϕlµ l¯ρ∂ρf (n))] . (3.33)
Note that ϕ, lµ, l¯µ and f (0) can be completely determined from the linear equations
only (3.32), and the higher order equations define recursion relations with respect to f (n),
for n > 0. This means that the metric and the Kalb-Ramond field are determined from
the linear equations only. In principle we can employ (3.33) to determine f (n) recursively,
however, it is very difficult to determine f exactly by using the recursion relation.
Let us assume that ϕ, lµ and l¯µ are given by solving the linear equations. Instead of
taking the approach using the recursion relations, we substitute ϕ, lµ and l¯µ into (3.25)
and (3.26). Since these equations are linear with respect to F and f , one can determine f
completely.
Take a look at the set of linear equations (3.32). If we combine the first equation and
the trace of the second equation, we obtain a simple relation

(
ϕl · l¯ − 4f (0)) = 0 . (3.34)
This implies that f (0) is the same as 14ϕl · l¯ up to the harmonic function H(x), which
satisfies H = 0,
f (0) =
1
4
(
ϕl · l¯ +H(x)) . (3.35)
To determine the harmonic function H(x), we need to impose an appropriate boundary
condition on f (0).
Consequently, we can find exact solutions for DFT and supergravities just by solving
the following linear differential equation,

(
ϕlµ l¯ν
)− ∂ρ∂µ(ϕlρ l¯ν)− ∂ρ∂ν(ϕlµ l¯ρ)+ ∂µ∂ν(ϕl · l¯)+ ∂µ∂νH = 0 . (3.36)
As a consistency check, one can show that if we identify the null vectors l and l¯, (3.36)
reduces to the conventional KS equation (A.10) with the ∂µ∂νH(x) term, which can be
interpreted as a matter.
Note that the solutions of (3.36) are the solutions of (3.24) and (3.25) automatically,
but the converse is not true. This is because the linear equations does not capture the full
nonlinear effects. However, (3.36) is remarkably simple compare to the supergravity equa-
tions of motion, and it provides a useful tool for finding exact solutions of supergravities.
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3.3 Classical double copy
One of the remarkable properties of gravity scattering amplitude is the double copy struc-
ture. It is a field theory generalization of the KLT relation [21] which comes from the
left-right sector decomposition of closed string theory. The KLT relation states that a
closed string scattering amplitude can be represented by two open string scattering am-
plitudes. In the field theoretic viewpoint, it is known as the BCJ double copy relation
[18–20], which expresses duality between the color and kinematic factor in the Yang-Mills
amplitude. By interchanging the color factor and kinematic factor, the gravity amplitude
can be obtained from the Yang-Mills scattering amplitude.
Recently, the double copy structure in scattering amplitude has been extended to the
level of the classical equations of motion by using the conventional KS formalism [5]. It
is the so called classical double copy, and the Maxwell equation can be derived from the
Einstein field equation in the framework of the conventional KS formalism (See appendix
A). The null geodesic vector ℓµ is identified as a Maxwell field, and the scalar field φ in
(A.1) is identified as the linearized bi-adjoint scalar field.
The KLT and BCJ relations indicate that not only the Einstein field equation, but
also the field equations of entire massless NS-NS sector should be related to the Maxwell
equation. However, it is not possible to describe the Kalb-Ramond field using the single
null vector ℓµ.
We now extend the classical double copy to include the entire massless NS-NS sector,
gµν , Bµν and φ, through the generalized Kerr-Schild formalism. First, we need to assume
that the full geometry admits at least one Killing vector ξµ which satisfies
Lξg = 0 , LξB = 0 , Lξφ = 0 . (3.37)
We can locally choose a coordinate system xµ = {xi, y} such that the Killing vector is
a constant, ξµ = ∂xµ/∂y = δµy . In this coordinate system, the Lie derivative of the full
metric g is given by
Lξgµν = ξρ∂ρgµν = −ξρ∂ρ
( κϕ
1 + 12κϕ(l · l¯)
l(µ l¯ν)
)
= 0 . (3.38)
Note that the trace part of the above equation vanishes, ξµ∂µ(η
µνgµν) = 0, and we have
ξµ∂µ(ϕl · l¯) = 0 . (3.39)
Next, the Kalb-Ramond field satisfies
LξBµν = ξρ∂ρBµν = −ξρ∂ρ
( κϕ
1 + 12κϕ(l · l¯)
l[µ l¯ν]
)
= 0 . (3.40)
By combining (3.38), (3.39) and (3.40) we get
ξρ∂ρ
(
ϕlµ l¯ν
)
= 0 . (3.41)
Finally, f should also satisfy
Lξf = ξµ∂µf = 0 . (3.42)
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We also normalize lµ and l¯µ as follows:
ξ · l = ξ · l¯ = 1 . (3.43)
By contracting the Killing vector with the generalized KS field equation in (3.36), we
get the so called zeroth and single copy.
• Single Copy
Similar to GR, one may expect that the Maxwell equation can be obtained by con-
tracting a Killing vector with one of the indices of the generalized KS equation (3.36).
Since (3.36) is neither symmetric nor antisymmetric, two different Maxwell theories
arise depending on which index is contracted with the Killing vector.
(ϕlµ)− ∂ρ∂µ(ϕlρ) = 0 ,
(ϕl¯ν)− ∂ρ∂ν(ϕl¯ρ) = 0 .
(3.44)
Following [5], we define a pair of abelian gauge fields
Aµ = ϕlµ , A¯µ = ϕl¯µ . (3.45)
Then (3.44) reduces to a pair of Maxwell equations
∂µFµν = 0 , ∂
µF¯µν = 0 , (3.46)
where Fµν and F¯µν are the field strengths of Aµ and A¯µ respectively,
Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ , F¯µν = ∂µA¯ν − ∂νA¯µ . (3.47)
• Zeroth Copy
Now let us contract all the free indices of (3.36) with ξµ. We get a scalar equation
ϕ = 0 . (3.48)
Again, following the identification in [5], the scalar field ϕ can be interpreted as an
abelianized version of the biadjoint scalar field Φaa
′
[27, 46].
This ensures that solutions of the generalized Kerr-Schild equation (3.36) can be rep-
resented by Maxwell gauge fields and a harmonic scalar function when there is an isometry.
However, the converse is not true in general.
4 Generalization to curved Backgrounds
In the previous section, we presented DFT field equations using the generalized KS ansatz
in a flat background. In this section we extend the previous flat background results to
arbitrary curved backgrounds. To this end we construct doubled spin connections and
generalized curvatures by using the curved background generalized Kerr-Schild ansatz. We
discuss how to solve the field equations by reducing to linear equations.
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4.1 Uplifting to general backgrounds
Let us return to the generalized Kerr-Schild ansatz around a general background H0 and
d0 in (2.5),
HMN = H0MN + κϕ
(
KMK¯N + K¯MKN
)
, d = d0 + κf . (4.1)
The null and orthogonality conditions of KM and K¯M lead the following identities which
are similar to (3.3)
KM∇NKM = KM∂NKM = 0 , K¯M∇NK¯M = K¯M∂NK¯M = 0 ,
KM∇NK¯M = KM∇0N K¯M = 0 , K¯M∇NKM = K¯M∇0NKM = 0 ,
(4.2)
where ∇0M is the background covariant derivative
∇0M = ∂M + Γ0M , (4.3)
where Γ0MNP is the background DFT connection. One can show that the DFT connection
satisfies the following identities (c.f. (3.6))
K¯MΓMNPK
P = −P¯MNK¯P∂PKM + PNPKM∂P K¯M − PMNKP∂P K¯M ,
KMΓMNP K¯
P = −PNPKM∂M K¯P + P¯MNK¯P∂MKP − P¯MNK¯P∂PKM ,
KNΓMNP K¯
P = −KP∂M K¯P ,
(4.4)
where P and P¯ are projection operators for total H. Using these identities, one can show
that
K¯MΓMNPK
P = K¯MΓ0MNPK
P ,
KMΓMNP K¯
P = KMΓ0MNP K¯
P .
(4.5)
Just as for the flat background, we obtain consistency conditions on KM and K¯M by
contracting them with generalized Ricci tensor,
KKK¯LSKL = 2K
KK¯L∇K∂Lf − 1
2
ϕKKKL∇KK¯M∇LK¯M
+
1
2
ϕK¯KK¯L∇KKM∇LKM = 0 .
(4.6)
We impose the generalized geodesic equations
KK∇KK¯L = KK∇0KK¯L = 0 , K¯K∇KKL = K¯K∇0KKL = 0 , (4.7)
and
KKK¯L∇L∂Kf = KKK¯L∇0L∂Kf = 0 , (4.8)
where we have used (4.5). We may also write the generalized geodesic equation using (4.4)
K¯M∇MKN = PMN
(
K¯P∂PK
M +KP∂
MK¯P −KP∂P K¯M
)
= 0 ,
KM∇MK¯N = P¯MN
(
KP∂P K¯
M −KP∂MK¯P − K¯P∂PKM
)
= 0 ,
(4.9)
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and these imply a new relation
K¯P∂PK
M +KP∂
M K¯P −KP∂P K¯M = 0 . (4.10)
Upon the parametrization of KM and K¯M , (4.7) and (4.8) reduce to
l¯µ▽˜+µ l
ν = 0 , lµ▽˜−µ l¯
ν = 0 , lµl¯ν▽˜−µ ∂νf = 0 , (4.11)
where ▽˜µ is the usual covariant derivative in Riemannian geometry with respect to the
background metric g˜, and ▽˜±µ is a torsionful covariant derivative which acts on an arbitrary
vector field vµ
▽˜
+
µ lν = ▽˜µlν +
1
2
H˜µνρl
ρ ,
▽˜
−
µ l¯ν = ▽˜µlν −
1
2
H˜µνρl
ρ .
(4.12)
We now introduce the double-vielbein and the associated double spin connection,
ΦMmn and Φ¯Mm¯n¯ (See Appendix B). By assuming compatibility of the double-vielbeins,
DMVNm = 0 and DM V¯Nm¯ = 0, the double spin connection is represented as
ΦMmn = V
N
m∇MVNn = V Nm∂MVNn + ΓMNPV NmV P n ,
Φ¯Mm¯n¯ = V¯
N
m¯∇M V¯Nn¯ = V¯ Nm¯∂M V¯Nn¯ + ΓMNP V¯ Nm¯V¯ P n¯ .
(4.13)
Note that the DFT spin connection is not covariant by itself under the generalized diffeo-
morphism. However, one can extract the following covariant objects, and these are building
blocks of the theory
V¯Mp¯ΦMmn , V
M
[pΦMmn] , V
MmΦMmn ,
VMpΦ¯Mm¯n¯ , V¯
M
[p¯Φ¯Mm¯n¯] , V¯
Mm¯Φ¯Mm¯n¯ .
(4.14)
Applying the generalized Kerr-Schild ansatz for the double-vielbeins (2.41), we find the
covariant pieces of DFT spin connections :
V¯Mp¯ΦMmn = V¯
M
0 p¯Φ0Mmn + κ
[
D0M
(
ϕK¯p¯K[m
)
VM0 n] −
1
2
ϕK¯p¯K
qVM0 qΦ0Mmn
]
,
VMpΦ¯Mm¯n¯ = V
M
0 pΦ¯0Mm¯n¯ − κ
[
D0M
(
ϕKpK¯[m¯
)
V¯M0 n¯] +
1
2
ϕKpK¯
q¯V¯ M0 q¯Φ¯0Mm¯n¯
]
,
VM [pΦMmn] = V
M
0 [pΦ0Mmn] +
1
2
κϕΦ0M [npKm]K¯
M ,
V¯M [p¯Φ¯Mm¯n¯] = V¯
M
0 [p¯Φ¯0Mm¯n¯] −
1
2
κϕΦ¯0M [n¯p¯K¯m¯]K
M ,
VMmΦMmn = V
Mm
0 Φ0Mmn +
κ
2
[
D0M
(
ϕKnK¯
M
)− Φ0MnqϕKqK¯M − 4VM0 n∂Mf]
− κ2ϕKnK¯M∂Mf ,
V¯Mm¯Φ¯Mm¯n¯ = V¯
Mm¯
0 Φ¯0Mm¯n¯ +
κ
2
[
D0M
(
ϕKMK¯n¯
)
+ Φ¯0Mn¯
q¯ϕKMK¯q¯ + 4V¯
M
0 n¯∂Mf
]
− κ2ϕKMK¯n¯∂Mf .
(4.15)
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For later use, we represent these quantities in terms of d-dimensional fields. Here, all
the background fields are denoted by a tilde. First, let us introduce D˜µ and D˜
±
µ which are
background covariant derivative with torsion, which acts as
ˆ˜DµTmn¯ = ∂µTmn¯ + ω˜
+
µm
pTpn¯ − ¯˜ω−µn¯p¯Tmp¯ ,
D˜±µ Tmn¯ = ∂µTmn¯ + ω˜
±
µm
pTpn¯ − ¯˜ω±µn¯p¯Tmp¯ ,
(4.16)
where the background spin connections are defined by using (4.12)
ω˜µmn = e
ν
m▽˜µeνn , ¯˜ωµm¯n¯ = e¯
ν
m¯▽˜µe¯νn¯ ,
ω˜±µmn = e
ν
m▽˜
±
µ eνn , ¯˜ω
±
µm¯n¯ = e¯
ν
m¯▽˜
±
µ e¯νn¯ .
(4.17)
Then, generalizing (B.12) and (B.17) to the background quantities, we can recast (4.15) in
terms of the background d-dimensional supergravity fields and the null vectors l and l¯
√
2V¯Mp¯ΦMmn = ω˜
+
p¯mn + κ
[
ˆ˜D[m
(
ϕln] l¯p¯
)
+
1
2
ϕl¯p¯l
qω˜−qmn
]
,
√
2VMpΦ¯Mm¯n¯ = − ¯˜ω−pm¯n¯ − κ
[
ˆ˜D[m¯
(
ϕlp l¯n¯]
)
+
1
2
ϕlp l¯
q¯ ˜¯ω+q¯m¯n¯
]
,
√
2VM [pΦMmn] = ω˜
+
[pmn] −
1
3
H˜mnp +
1
2
κϕl[m l¯
q¯ω˜+
q¯np] ,
√
2V¯M [p¯Φ¯Mm¯n¯] = − ˜¯ω−[p¯m¯n¯] −
1
3
H˜m¯n¯p¯ − 1
2
κϕlq l¯[m¯ ¯˜ω
−
qn¯p¯] ,
√
2VMmΦMmn = ω˜
m
mn − 2∂nφ˜+ κ
2
[
ˆ˜Dp¯
(
ϕln l¯
p¯
)− ϕlq l¯p¯ω˜+p¯nq − 4∂nf]
− κ2ϕln l¯p¯∂p¯f ,
√
2V¯Mm¯Φ¯Mm¯n¯ = − ˜¯ωm¯m¯n¯ + 2∂n¯φ˜− κ
2
[
ˆ˜Dm
(
ϕlm l¯n¯
)− ϕlm l¯q¯ ˜¯ω−mn¯q¯ − 4∂n¯f]
+ κ2ϕlp l¯n¯∂pf .
(4.18)
4.2 Equations of motion
We now consider the DFT equations of motion with the generalized Kerr-Schild ansatz
around curved backgrounds. The linear perturbation of DFT is studied by Ko et al. [52].
However, as we have seen in the previous section, the field equations include terms quadratic
in κ, thus we need to adopt an alternative approach. Here we employ a method using the
double spin connection (4.15). Substituting (4.15) into the DFT field equations in terms
of the double spin connections (B.24), we get
R = κ
[ (
D˜m − 2∂mφ˜
)
D˜n¯
(
ϕlm l¯n¯
)
+
1
2
H˜pmn¯D˜p
(
ϕlm l¯n¯
)− 1
2
H˜pqmH˜
pq
n¯
(
ϕlml¯n¯
)
− 4(D˜m − 2∂mφ˜)∂mf + (Gmn¯ + 2B˜mn¯)(ϕlm l¯n¯)]+ 4κ2∂mf∂mf = 0 , (4.19)
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and
Rmn¯ = κ
4
[ ( ˆ˜Dp − 2∂pφ˜) ˆ˜Dp(ϕlm l¯n¯)− ( ˆ˜Dp − 2∂pφ˜) ˆ˜Dm(ϕlp l¯n¯)
− ( ˆ˜Dp¯ − 2∂p¯φ˜) ˆ˜Dn¯(ϕlm l¯p¯)+ H˜pn¯q¯ ˆ˜Dp(ϕlm l¯q¯)− H˜pmq ˆ˜Dp(ϕlq l¯n¯)
+ 4 ˆ˜Dm∂n¯f +
(G˜qm − B˜qm)(ϕlq l¯n¯)+ (G˜n¯q¯ − B˜n¯q¯)(ϕlm l¯q¯) ]
− κ
2
2
[
∂pf ˆ˜Dp
(
ϕlm l¯n¯
)− ˆ˜Dn¯(ϕlm l¯p¯∂p¯f)− ˆ˜Dm(ϕlp l¯n¯∂pf)
− 1
4
ϕ2lm l¯n¯l
pl¯q
(G˜pq¯ − B˜pq¯)] = 0 ,
(4.20)
where G˜ and B˜ are the field equations of supergravity for the background metric and
Kalb-Ramond field
G˜µν = R˜µν + 2▽˜(µ∂ν)φ˜−
1
4
H˜µ
ρσH˜νρσ ,
B˜µν = −1
2
▽˜
ρH˜ρµν + ∂
ρφ˜H˜ρµν .
(4.21)
Since we are assuming on-shell backgrounds, the background field equations vanish, G˜ = 0
and B˜ = 0.
To make these look more familiar let us rewrite the field equations in terms of d-
dimensional vector indices, µ, ν, ρ, · · · , by using a pair of vielbeins e˜µm and ¯˜eµm¯
R = κ
[ (
▽˜µ − 2∂µφ˜
)
▽˜ν
(
ϕlµ l¯ν
)
+
1
2
H˜µνρ∂µ
(
ϕlν l¯ρ
)− 1
2
H˜ρσµH˜
ρσ
ν
(
ϕlµ l¯ν
)
− 4(▽˜µ − 2∂µφ˜)∂µf ]+ 4κ2∂µf∂µf = 0 , (4.22)
and
Rµν = κ
4
[ (
▽˜ρ − 2∂ρφ˜
)
▽˜
ρ
(
ϕlµ l¯ν
)− (▽˜ρ − 2∂ρφ˜)▽˜µ(ϕlρ l¯ν)− (▽˜ρ − 2∂ρφ˜)▽˜ν(ϕlµ l¯ρ)
+ ▽˜ρH˜µν
σ
(
ϕl(ρ l¯σ)
)− H˜µρσ▽˜ρ(ϕlσ l¯ν)+ H˜νρσ▽˜ρ(ϕlµ l¯σ)− H˜(µρσ▽˜ν)(ϕlρ l¯σ)
+ H˜µν
ρ
(
▽˜
σ − 2∂σφ˜)(ϕl(ρ l¯σ))− H˜τ(µρH˜τ ν)σ(ϕlρ l¯σ)+ 4▽˜−µ ∂νf ]
− κ
2
2
[
∂ρf ▽˜ρ
(
ϕlµ l¯ν
)− ▽˜µ(ϕlρ l¯ν∂ρf)− ▽˜ν(ϕlµ l¯ρ∂ρf)
+ ∂ρfH˜ρµ
σϕlσ l¯ν − ∂ρfH˜ρνσϕlµ l¯σ + ∂ρfH˜µνσϕl(ρ l¯σ)
]
= 0 .
(4.23)
The structure of the field equations are the same as in the flat background case. The
field equations are quadratic in κ, however, if we take f = 0, we get linear equations in κ.
Hence we can still apply the strategies for solving equations of motion discussed in section
3.2. Here we describe the second strategy only.
Let us insert the expansion of f (3.2) into (4.22) and (4.23) to expand order by order
in κ
• linear equations(
▽˜µ − 2∂µφ˜
)
▽˜ν
(
ϕlµ l¯ν
)
+
1
2
H˜µνρ∂µ
(
ϕlν l¯ρ
)− 1
2
H˜ρσµH˜
ρσ
ν
(
ϕlµ l¯ν
)
− 4(▽˜µ − 2∂µφ˜)∂µf (0) = 0 , (4.24)
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and(
▽˜ρ − 2∂ρφ˜
)
▽˜
ρ
(
ϕlµ l¯ν
)− (▽˜ρ − 2∂ρφ˜)▽˜µ(ϕlρ l¯ν)− (▽˜ρ − 2∂ρφ˜)▽˜ν(ϕlµ l¯ρ)
+ ▽˜ρH˜µν
σ
(
ϕl(ρ l¯σ)
)− H˜µρσ▽˜ρ(ϕlσ l¯ν)+ H˜νρσ▽˜ρ(ϕlµ l¯σ)− H˜(µρσ▽˜ν)(ϕlρ l¯σ)
+ H˜µν
ρ
(
▽˜
σ − 2∂σφ˜)(ϕl(ρ l¯σ))− H˜τ(µρH˜τ ν)σ(ϕlρl¯σ)+ 4▽˜−µ ∂νf (0) = 0 .
(4.25)
• higher order equations
(
▽˜
µ − 2∂µφ˜)∂µf (n+1) = ∑
p+q=n
∂µf (p)∂µf
(q) = 0 , (4.26)
and
▽˜
−
µ ∂νf
(n+1) =
1
2
(
∂ρf (n)▽˜ρ
(
ϕlµ l¯ν
)− ▽˜µ(ϕlρ l¯ν∂ρf (n))− ▽˜ν(ϕlµ l¯ρ∂ρf (n))
+ ∂ρf (n)H˜ρµ
σϕlσ l¯ν − ∂ρf (n)H˜ρνσϕlµ l¯σ + ∂ρf (n)H˜µνσϕl(ρ l¯σ)
)
.
(4.27)
As in the flat background case, ϕ, lµ, l¯µ and f (0) can be completely determined from the
linear order equations. The higher order equations define a set of recursion relations for
f (n), n > 0. Instead of the recursion relations, it is better to exploit the generalized KS
equations (4.22) and (4.23) to determine f . If we plug the solution of the linear equations,
ϕ, lµ and l¯µ, back into (4.22) and (4.23), we get linear equations with respect to f and
Φ. Hence, this shows that DFT and supergravity field equations can be solved using the
linear equations only.
5 Killing Spinor equation
The Killing spinor equation provides a useful technique in finding solutions to the equations
of motion that preserve some fraction of supersymmetry. Essentially they reduce the
supergravity equations to first order in derivatives and often, when combined with a suitable
ansatz for the metric and fields, will lead to linear equations. In what follows we investigate
the Killing spinor equation with generalized Kerr-Schild ansatz for the 10-dimensional
N = 1 supersymmetric DFT. We will show that the Killing spinor equation is linearized
under the generalized Kerr-Schild ansatz as the equations of motion. One can then seek
solutions preserving fractions of supersymmetry.
The maximal and half-maximal supersymmetric DFT are constructed in []. The field
content of the fermion sector of N = 1 supersymmetric DFT is given by the dilatino and
the gravitino
ρα , ψαp¯ , (5.1)
where α, β, · · · are spinor indices for SO(1, 9) local Lorentz group. The SO(1, 9) Clifford
algebra is (
γm
)∗
= γm , γmγn + γnγm = 2ηmn , (5.2)
23
and the chirality operator γ(11) = γ0γ1 · · · γ9. All the spinors are taken to be Majorana-
Weyl spinors with definite chiralities
γ(11)ρ = −ρ , γ(11)ψp¯ = ψp¯ (5.3)
where γ(11) = γ0γ1 · · · γ9.
The SUSY variation of fermions provides the Killing spinor equations, which are
δρ = −γpDpε = −γpVpM∂Mε− 1
4
VMpΦMmnγ
pmnε− 1
2
VMmΦMmnγ
nε = 0 ,
δψp¯ = V¯
M
p¯DMε = V¯Mp¯∂Mε+ 1
4
V¯Mp¯ΦMmnγ
mnε = 0 ,
(5.4)
where εα is the supersymmetry parameter which carries the same chirality as the gravitino,
γ(11)ε = ε.
We now want to represent the Killing spinor equations in terms of supergravity fields.
Substituting the double spin connection in (4.15), we obtain
γp
[
− 1
12
H˜pmnγ
mnε− ∂pφ˜ε+
(
e˜p
µ +
1
2
κϕlp l¯
µ
)
D˜+µ ε+
1
4
κD˜+q¯
(
ϕlp l¯
q¯
)
ε
− κ(e˜pµ + 1
2
κϕlp l¯
µ
)
∂µfε
]
= 0 ,
(5.5)
and (
˜¯ep¯
µ +
1
2
κϕlµ l¯p¯
)
D˜+µ ε+
κ
4
D˜m
(
ϕln l¯p¯
)
γmnε− κ
8
H˜mp¯q¯
(
ϕln l¯
q¯
)
γmnε = 0 . (5.6)
For simplicity, let us choose ε as a Killing spinor for the background geometry satisfying
∂pφγ
pε0 +
1
12
H˜mnpγ
mnpε0 = 0 ,
D˜+p¯ ε0 = 0 ,
(5.7)
where ε0 is the background Killing spinor. Then the Killing spinor equations are greatly
simplified as
1
4
κD˜q¯
(
ϕlp l¯
q¯
)
γpε0 +
1
8
κH˜q¯pr
(
ϕlr l¯q¯
)
γpε0 − κ
(
e˜p
µ +
1
2
κϕlp l¯
µ
)
∂µfγ
pε0 = 0 , (5.8)
and (
D˜m
(
ϕln l¯p¯
)− 1
2
H˜mp¯q¯
(
ϕln l¯
q¯
))
γmnε0 = 0 . (5.9)
After converting to ten-dimensional vector indices using the pair of vielbeins, emµ and
e¯µ
m¯, and a field redefinition, Ψ = e−2κf and ϕ′ = e−2κfϕ, we get completely linear equa-
tions (
∂µΨ+
1
2
D˜+ν
(
ϕ′lµ l¯ν
))
γµε0 = 0 , (5.10)
and (
D˜µ
(
ϕlν l¯ρ
)− 1
2
H˜µρσ
(
ϕlν l¯
σ
))
γµνε0 = 0 . (5.11)
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We see that for a flat background case the Killing spinor equations yield(
∂µΨ+
1
2
∂ν
(
ϕ′lµ l¯ν
))
γµε0 = 0 , (5.12)
∂µ
(
ϕlν l¯ρ
)
γµνε0 = 0 , (5.13)
where ε0 is a constant spinor. These equations are remarkably simple, and much easier to
solve than the full Killing spinor equations.
5.1 Supersymmetric classical double copy
In section 3.3 we showed that the classical double copy can be extended to the entire NS-NS
sector. Here we will show that the classical double copy is still valid for supersymmetric
backgrounds by considering Killing spinor equations. For simplicity we shall focus on a
flat background only. From the single copy relation, we have shown that a pair of Maxwell
equations can be obtained from supergravity equations of motion by contracting a Killing
vector with Rµν . Thus it is natural to guess that we may construct BPS equation of
supersymmetric Maxwell theory from the Killing spinor equation for the gravitino.
Let us contract a Killing vector with the Killing spinor equation for the gravitino
(5.13). As before, we choose a coordinate which makes the Killing vector constant. Then
using the previous identification of the single copy relation, Aµ = ϕlµ, we obtain a BPS
equation for supersymmetric Maxwell theory as expected
Fµνγ
µνε0 = 0 . (5.14)
Since there are no more indices to contract in (5.14), it is not possible to define a super-
symmeric zeroth copy.
Recall that in section 3.3 we have shown a pair of gauge fields arise from the single
copy relation of DFT. One may wonder why there is only a single gauge field in (5.14). In
fact, to incorporate the other gauge field to the supersymmetric single copy, we need to
consider Killing spinor equation for N = 2 supersymmetry. Since there are two different
gravitinos ψm¯ and ψ
′
m, their SUSY variations provide two individual BPS equations. If we
neglect the Ramond-Ramond sector, one can obtain two BPS equations as follows:
Fµνγ
µνε0 = 0 , F¯µνγ
µνε0 = 0 , (5.15)
where Fµν and F¯µν are the field strengths defined in (3.47). This shows the supersymmetric
classical double copy, which states that solutions of the Killing spinor equation can be
represented by solutions of the BPS equation of the supersymmetric Maxwell theory.
6 Examples
6.1 Chiral null model
We apply the previous results to the chiral null model [53] which is a class of string back-
grounds that have one conserved chiral null current in the sigma-model. These are a
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generalization of the pp-wave and fundamental string background and have a null Killing
vector and unbroken supersymmetries. Special cases are the Taub-NUT geometry and
rotating black holes. The explicit geometry is given by
ds2 = F (xi)du
(
dv +K(u, xi)du+ 2Vi(u, x
i)dxi
)
+ dxidxi ,
Buv = F (x
i) , Bui = 2F (x
i)Vi(u, x
i) ,
φ = φ(u) +
1
2
log F (xi) ,
(6.1)
where bi is a constant vector. We assume that the transverse space is flat, but it is possible
to generalize to any conformal transverse space [53].
Now we show that (6.1) fits into the generalized Kerr-Schild ansatz in a flat background.
If we introduce v˜, V˜i and X(x, u), such that
Vi = V˜i +
1
2
∂iX , v = v˜ −X(x, u) ,
X(x, u) =
∫ u (
K +
4F
(F − 1) V˜iV˜
i
)
(~x, u′)du′ ,
(6.2)
the (6.1) is rewritten in the form
ds2 = dudv˜ + dxidxi + (F − 1)du
(
dv˜ −
( 2F
F − 1
)2
V˜iV˜
idu+
2F
F − 1 V˜idx
i
)
. (6.3)
The associated ϕ and null vectors l and l¯ can be easily read off from (2.32)
κϕ = F−1 − 1 ,
lu = 1 ,
l¯u = −
( 2F
F − 1
)2
V˜iV˜
i , l¯v˜ = 1 , l¯i =
2F
F − 1 V˜i ,
(6.4)
and one can check that l and l¯ are null vectors with respect to the flat background metric
η =

0
1
2 0
1
2 0 0
0 0 1d−2

 , 1d−2 = diag(1, 1, · · · , 1︸ ︷︷ ︸
d−2
) . (6.5)
It is obvious that lµ, l¯µ and f satisfy the generalized geodesic equation (3.12), because
l = du.
Substituting the above generalized KS ansatz into the equations of motion, we get
∂i∂
if + κ∂if∂
if = 0 , (6.6)
and the nonvanishing component of (3.25) are
∂i∂
iF−1 − 2κ∂if∂iF−1 = 0 ,
e2κf
(
2∂i
(
e−2κf∂uVi
)− ∂i(e−2κf∂iK))+ 4κF−1∂2uf = 0 ,
∂i∂jf = 0 ,
∂i∂uf = 0 ,
− 4(∂jFji − 2κ∂jfFji)− 2e2κf∂u(e−2κf)∂iF−1 = 0 .
(6.7)
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where Fij = ∂iVj − ∂jVi. From the third and fourth equations, we can restrict κf = φ(u),
where φ(u) is an arbitrary function of u.
It is shown that if we allow a linear dilaton term, bix
i, (6.6) should be modified to the
effective field theory for a noncritical string theory [53]. However, we shall consider only
critical string theory and set bi = 0.
Substituting κf = φ(u) into (6.7), we get a set of equations
∂i∂
iF−1 = 0 ,
−∂i∂iK + 2∂i∂uVi + 4F−1∂2uφ = 0 ,
−4∂jFji + 4∂uφ∂iF−1 = 0 .
(6.8)
This is the same exactly with the equation (2.12) in [54].
Now let us apply the strategies discussed in section 3.2. If we substitute the generalized
KS ansatz into (3.36), we have
∂i∂iF
−1 = 0 ,
−∂i∂iK + 2∂i∂uVi + ∂u∂uH(u, xi) = 0 ,
−4∂jFji + ∂u∂iH(u, xi) = 0 ,
2∂i∂jF
−1 + ∂i∂jH(u, xi) = 0 ,
∂i∂uH(u, x
i) = 0 .
(6.9)
Here H = H(u, xi) is a harmonic function, and satisfies ∂i∂iH = 0. From the last two
equations of (6.9), we determine H(u, xi) = 4φ(u) − 2F−1. If we substitute the H(u, xi)
into (6.9)
∂i∂iF
−1 = 0 ,
−∂i∂iK + 2∂i∂uVi + 4∂u∂uφ = 0 ,
−4∂jFji = 0 .
(6.10)
To be consistent with (6.8), there are two options: φ = 0 or F = const. If we assume that
φ = 0 and Vi = Vi(x
i), then the equations of motion implies F−1 and K are harmonic
function and Vi is the U(1) gauge field as discussed in [53, 54]. Therefore, this confirms
that the linear equations are enough to solve the equations of motion.
6.2 F1-NS5 system
To examine our formalism in the case of a curved background in section 4, let us consider
superposition of a number Q1 of fundamental strings and Q5 of NS5 brane system. We
wrap a number Q5 of NS5-branes on T
5 along x5, · · · x9. The fundamental strings wrap
one of the directions of the torus along x5 direction. The corresponding geometry is given
by
ds2 = F−11
(− dt2 + dx25)+ F5(dx21 + · · · + dx24)+ dx26 + · · · dx29
e−2φ = gsF1F−15
B05 = F
−1
1 − 1 ,
Hijk = ǫijkl∂
lF5 , i, j, k, l = 1, 2, 3, 4
(6.11)
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where ǫijkl is the flat space epsilon tensor and
F1 = 1 +
16π4α′3Q1
g2sV4r
2
, F5 = 1 +
α′Q5
r2
, (6.12)
here V4 is the volume of the T
4. This geometry is the S-dual of the D1-D5 system, and it
is a particular case of the chiral null model with the conformal transverse background. In
this case, Bui does not have to be the same with gui.
The NS5-brane background is treated as a background
ds˜2 = −dt2 + F5
(
dx21 + · · · + dx24
)
+ dx25 + · · · dx29
e−2φ˜ = gsF−15
H˜ijk = ǫijkl∂
lF5 , i, j, k, l = 1, 2, 3, 4
(6.13)
where we put tilde for all the background quantities.
Then using (2.32), we can read off the corresponding generalized KS ansatz
ϕ = F1 − 1 , l = dt+ dx5 , l¯ = −dt+ dx5 . (6.14)
Note that lµ and l¯µ are orthogonal to the background 3-form flux, H˜µνρ
lµH˜µνρ = l¯
µH˜µνρ = 0 , (6.15)
and φ = 1√−g of
f = 0 . (6.16)
Under the (6.15) and (6.16), the generalized KS field equations (4.22) and (4.23) are greatly
simplified
κ
[ (
▽˜µ − 2∂µφ˜
)(
▽˜ν − 2∂ν φ˜
)(
ϕl(µ l¯ν)
)]
= 0 ,
κ
4
[ (
▽˜ρ − 2∂ρφ˜
)
▽˜
ρ
(
ϕlµ l¯ν
)− (▽˜ρ − 2∂ρφ˜)▽˜µ(ϕlρ l¯ν)− (▽˜ρ − 2∂ρφ˜)▽˜ν(ϕlµ l¯ρ)] = 0 ,
(6.17)
where ▽˜µ is the covariant derivative for the background metric (6.13). Thus these equations
are completely linear and it is straightforward to show that the generalized KS ansatz (6.14)
satisfies the generalized KS field equations for the curved backgrounds.
6.3 Charged black string
It is well-known that momenta and axion charges are interchangeable via T-duality [55]. For
simplicity consider a 5-dimensional (uncharged) black string and denote the longitudinal
direction along the string as y. Then the charged black string solution can be obtained
from the black string solution by boosting along the y direction, which generates an off-
diagonal component of the metric, and then taking T-duality along y direction. The explicit
geometry is given by
ds2 =
(
1 +
2mS2
r
)−1[− (1− 2m
r
)
dt2 + dy2
]
+
(
1− 2m
r
)−1
dr2 + r2dΩ ,
Byt =
C
S
(
1 +
2mS2
r
)−1
, e−2φ = 1 +
2mS2
r
,
(6.18)
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where C = coshα and S = sinhα, and α is a boost parameter.
Let us start from the black string solution. It is a direct product of Schwarzschild
black hole and a circle S1
ds2 = −
(
1− 2M
r
)
dt˜2 +
(
1− 2M
r
)−1
dr2 + r2dΩ2 + dy2 . (6.19)
where r is transverse radius. Using the conventional Kerr-Schild ansatz for Schwarzschild
BH in Eddington-Finkelstein coordinate, we have
ds2 = −dtˆ2 + dr2 + r2dΩ2 + dy2 − κϕ(dtˆ+ dr)2 , κϕ = −2M
r
, (6.20)
where tˆ = t˜+
(
r∗ − r
)
and r∗ is the tortoise coordinate defined
r∗ = r + 2M log
∣∣∣ r
2M
− 1
∣∣∣ , dr∗ = dr(1− 2M
r
)−1
. (6.21)
Applying a boost along the y-direction, tˆ→ tˆ coshα+ y sinhα, y → tˆ sinhα+ y coshα,
we get
ds2 = −dtˆ2 + dr2 + r2dΩ2 + dy2 − κϕ(Cdtˆ+ Sdy + dr)2 , (6.22)
and the null vectors are identical, l = l¯ = Cdtˆ+ Sdy + dr.
Let us take a T-duality along the y-direction. According to the Buscher’s rule for the
null vectors (2.54), the null vectors split into
l→ l′ = Cdtˆ+ Sdy + dr , l¯→ l¯′ = Cdtˆ− Sdy + dr , (6.23)
and l · l¯ = −2S2. The corresponding generalized metric and Kalb-Ramond field are
ds′2 =
(
1 +
2MS2
r
)−1[− (1− 2M
r
)
dtˆ2 +
4MC
r
dtˆdr +
(
1 +
2MC2
r
)
dr2 + dy2
]
+ r2dΩ2
B′ =
(
− C
S
+
2MCS
r
(
1 +
2MS2
r
)−1)
dtˆ ∧ dy − 2MS
r
(
1 +
2MS2
r
)−1
dr ∧ dy .
(6.24)
Here we have added −C
S
to the B′ tˆy, which does not contribute to the 3-form field strength.
Finally, we make a further coordinate transform tˆ = t+C
(
r∗−r
)
and ignore the B′(r)ry
component which does not contribute to the field strength, we get the previous charged
black string geometry (6.18). Thus (6.18) is equivalent to the following generalized KS
ansatz:
ds2 = −dtˆ2 + dr2 + r2dΩ2 + dy2 + 2M
r + 2MS2
(
Cdtˆ+ Sdy + dr
)(
Cdtˆ− Sdy + dr) ,
B′ =
2M
r + 2MS2
(
Cdtˆ+ Sdy + dr
) ∧ (Cdtˆ− Sdy + dr) .
(6.25)
In this example, the DFT dilaton vanishes, thus the generalized KS field equations become
linear.
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7 Summary
In this paper we have generalized the conventional KS formalism to DFT and the corre-
sponding supergravities. We have introduced the generalized Kerr-Schild ansatz for the
generalized metric for DFT and represented it in terms of supergravity fields. The key
ingredient is the pair of null vectors. We showed by means of the null vectors that the
generalized KS ansatz satisfies the O(d, d) constraint automatically. The generalized KS
ansatz for the generalized metric is linear in the expansion parameter κ, however, the
corresponding metric and Kalb-Ramond fields are nonlinear in κ. We have analyzed how
Buscher’s transform acts on the generalized KS ansatz and showed that T-duality maps a
generalized KS ansatz to another generalized KS ansatz.
The field equations for the generalized KS ansatz have been constructed from the
DFT field equations. The consistency condition requires that the null vectors satisfy the
generalized geodesic condition, which reduces to the conventional geodesic condition when
the two null vectors are equal. Even though the field equations are quadratic in κ, it is
possible to solve the field equations by using the linear equations only. We showed that the
field equations can be always reduced to the linear equations by using the series expansion
of the DFT dilaton. It is remarkable that the supergravity equations of motion can be
solved by considering the linear equations only.
Based on the generalized KS formalism, we have shown how to extend the classical
double copy to the entire NS-NS sector. A pair of Maxwell equations are derived from
the generalized KS equation by contracting a Killing vector with the generalized KS field
equation, and each null vector is identified with different gauge fields. We have further
shown that the BPS equation of the supersymmetric Maxwell theory can be realized from
the Killing spinor equation by contracting a Killing vector with the Killing spinor equation
for the gravitino.
We have considered pure DFT, which consists of the massless NS-NS sector only, but
in general we can incorporate additional matter fields, such as Yang-Mills gauge fields, the
Ramond-Ramond field, fermion fields and various brane sources in string theory [62]. The
present formalism can be extended to heterotic DFT and various M-theory extensions [56–
61]. To this end, we need to introduce a generalized KS ansatz for the generalized metric
for each theory. Especially, the generalization to heterotic DFT [63] is straightforward,
because the structure is almost parallel with conventional DFT. In this case we do not
have to consider additional matter fields, including higher derivative corrections [64–66],
since all the field contents are encoded in the generalized metric. Furthermore, it is also
interesting to consider the classical double copy for heterotic supergravity.
The other straightforward generalization is a dimensional reduction of DFT and super-
gravities to lower dimensions. For the DFT/EFT side, various compactifications, such as
Kaluza-Klein reduction or the generalized Scherk-Schwarz compactification [67–73], have
been studied extensively, and it is possible to apply these results to develop the generalized
KS formalism for lower dimensional DFT and supergravities. It would also be interesting
to consider the classical double copy for the lower dimensional theories.
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A Conventional Kerr-Schild formalism
The conventional Kerr-Schild metric ansatz is given by
gµν = g˜µν + κφℓµℓν (A.1)
where g˜ is a background metric satisfying the vacuum Einstein equation, and ℓ is a null
vector with respect to both g and g˜
gµνℓµℓν = g˜
µνℓµℓν = 0 . (A.2)
The virtue of this ansatz is that the inverse metric gµν is the same as the linearized
perturbation,
gµν = g˜µν − κφℓµℓν , (A.3)
and the determinant is unchanged
det(gµν) = det(g˜µν) . (A.4)
The indices of ℓ are raised and lowered by both g and g˜ due to the null property
ℓµ = gµνℓν = g˜
µνℓν . (A.5)
One can show that the Christoffel connection γµνρ for the Kerr-Shild ansatz (A.1)
satisfies the following conditions:
γµνρℓ
νℓρ = γ˜µνρℓ
νℓρ , γµνρℓµℓ
ρ = γ˜µνρℓµℓ
ρ . (A.6)
Consider a vacuum spacetime, which satisfies the vacuum Einstein equation, Rµν = 0. As
a consistency relation, the contraction of ℓµ with Rµν should vanish,
Rµνℓ
µℓν = −κφgνσ(ℓµ▽˜µℓν)(ℓρ▽˜ρℓσ) = 0 , (A.7)
where ▽˜µ is the covariant derivative with respect to the background metric g˜. Assume
that both the background g˜ and the full metric g satisfy the vacuum Einstein equation,
Rµν = R˜µν = 0, where Rµν and R˜µν are Ricci tensors for the full metric and background
metric respectively. Then (A.7) vanishes and ℓ must satisfy the geodesic equation
ℓµ▽˜µℓν = ℓ
µ∂µℓν = 0 . (A.8)
If we assume the ℓµ is null and geodesic, the vacuum Einstein equation reads
Rµν = κR
(1)
µν + κ
2φℓµℓ
ρR(1)ρν = 0 , (A.9)
where R(1) denotes the linear terms in κ,
R(1)µν = κ▽˜ρ
(
▽˜(µ
(
φℓν)ℓ
ρ
)− 1
2
▽˜
ρ
(
φℓµℓν
))
, (A.10)
Hence the Einstein equation is equivalent to R(1)µν = 0.
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B Semi-Covariant formalism for DFT
In this appendix, we briefly review the basics of DFT and the semi-covariant formalism for
DFT [42].
B.1 Double vielbein
The field content of DFT consists of the generalized metric HMN and the DFT dilaton
d. The generalized metric H is an O(d, d) element and satisfies the constraint JMN =
HMPJ PQHQN , where J is O(d, d) metric. To be explicit, one can solve the O(d, d)
constraint in terms of the metric gµν and Kalb-Ramond field Bµν as follows:
HMN =
(
gµν −gµρBρν
Bµρg
ρν gµν −BµρgρσBσν
)
. (B.1)
The DFT dilaton is a scalar density which is represented by
e−2d =
√−ge−2φ (B.2)
where φ is the supergravity dilaton.
The local structure group of DFT is given by the maximal compact subgroup of O(d, d)
possessing the Lorentz group O(1, d− 1)
O(1, d− 1)L ×O(1, d− 1)R ⊂ O(d, d) . (B.3)
We introduce a pair of local orthonormal frame {VMm, V¯Mm¯} corresponding to the O(1, d−
1)L and O(1, d− 1)R respectively. They satisfy the following defining properties
V = PV , V η−1V t = P , V tJ V = η ,
V¯ = P¯ V¯ , V¯ η¯−1V¯ t = −P¯ , V¯ tJ V¯ = −η¯ , (B.4)
and are orthogonal to each other
(V t)m
M V¯Mn = 0 , (B.5)
where ηmn and η¯m¯n¯ are O(1,D − 1)L and O(1,D − 1)R metric tensors respectively.
An important step to identify DFT with supergravity is to fix a parametrization of
the double-vielbeins in terms of supergravity fields. The above constraints can be solved
explicitly by assuming the upper half blocks are non-degenerate, and then the double-
vielbeins are parametrized as
VM
m =
1√
2
(
(e−1)mµ
(Be−1 + e)µm
)
, V¯M
m¯ =
1√
2
(
(e¯−1)m¯µ
(Be¯−1 − e¯)µm¯
)
, (B.6)
where e and e¯ are two copies of the d-dimensional vielbein corresponding to the same
spacetime metric
eµ
meνm = e¯ν
m¯e¯µm¯ = gµν . (B.7)
One can check these relations by comparing (B.1) and (B.6).
The O(d, d) metric JMN and the generalized metric HMN can be written in terms of
the double vielbein
JMN = VMmηmnV tmN − V¯Mm¯η¯m¯n¯V¯ tn¯N ,
HMN = VMmηmnV tmN + V¯Mm¯η¯m¯n¯V¯ tn¯N .
(B.8)
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B.2 Connection and Curvature
The gauge symmetry for DFT is given by the generalized Lie derivative LˆX which is defined
by
(LˆXV )MN = XP∂PVMN + (∂MXP − ∂PXM )V PN + (∂NXP − ∂PXN )V MP ,
LˆXd = XM∂Md− 1
2
∂MX
M ,
(B.9)
The parameter XM consists of the ordinary diffeomorphism parameter ξµ and the one-form
gauge parameter Λµ for Bµν in an O(d, d) covariant way
XM = {ξµ ,Λµ} . (B.10)
Closure and Jacobi identity of the generalized Lie derivative requires the section condition
∂M∂
MF1 = 0 , ∂MF1∂MF2 = 0 , (B.11)
where F1 and F2 are arbitrary functions on doubled space.
As for the covariant differential operator of the generalized Lie derivative (B.9), we
present a covariant derivative which can be applied to any arbitrary O(d, d), O(1,D − 1)L
and O(1,D − 1)R representation as follows
DM := ∂M + ΓM +ΦM + Φ¯M . (B.12)
where ΦMmn and Φ¯Mm¯n¯ are double spin connections and ΓMNP is the semi-covariant DFT
connection [41],
ΓPMN =2(P∂PPP¯ )[MN ] + 2(P¯[M
QP¯N ]
R − P[MQPN ]R)∂QPRP
− 4
D − 1
(
P¯P [M P¯N ]
Q + PP [MPN ]
Q)
(
∂Qd+ (P∂
RPP¯ )[RQ]
)
,
(B.13)
The spin connections are defined by using the semi-covariant derivative
ΦMmn = V
N
m∇MVNn = V Nm∂MVNn + ΓMNPV NmV P n ,
Φ¯Mm¯n¯ = V¯
N
m¯∇M V¯Nn¯ = V¯ Nm¯∂M V¯Nn¯ + ΓMNP V¯ Nm¯V P m¯ .
(B.14)
Although these are not gauge covariant, we can form covariant quantities by contracting
double-vielbeins
V¯ Mp¯ΦMmn =
1√
2
Φp¯mn , Φ[pmn] , Φ
p
pm ,
V MpΦMm¯n¯ =
1√
2
Φpm¯n¯ , Φ¯[p¯m¯n¯] , Φ¯
p¯
p¯m¯ .
(B.15)
It is possible to represent the covariant components of the DFT spin connection in terms
of double-vielbeins
V¯Mp¯ΦMmn = V¯
M
p¯V
N
m∂MVNn + V
M
mV
N
n∂M V¯Np¯ − VMnV Nm∂M V¯N p¯ ,
VMpΦ¯Mm¯n¯ = V
M
pV¯
N
m¯∂M V¯Nn¯ + V¯
M
m¯V¯
N
n¯∂MVNp − V¯Mn¯V¯ Nm¯∂MVNp ,
VM [pΦMmn] = V
M
[mV
N
n∂|MVN |p] ,
V¯M [p¯Φ¯Mm¯n¯] = V¯
M
[m¯V¯
N
n¯∂|M V¯N |p¯] ,
VMmΦMmn = ∂
MVMn − 2V Mn ∂Md ,
V¯Mm¯Φ¯Mm¯n¯ = −∂M V¯Mn¯ + 2V¯ Mn¯∂Md .
(B.16)
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They can be represented in terms of supergravity fields
Φp¯mn = e¯
µ
p¯ωµmn +
1
2
Hp¯mn := e¯
µ
p¯ω
+
µmn ,
Φ[pmn] = ωµ[mne
µ
p] +
1
6
Hpmn := ω
+
µ[mne
µ
p] −
1
3
Hpmn ,
Φppn = e
µpωµpn − 2∂nφ
Φ¯pm¯n¯ = −eµp ω¯µm¯n¯ +
1
2
Hpm¯n¯ := −eµpω¯−µm¯n¯ ,
Φ¯[p¯m¯n¯] = −ω¯µ[m¯n¯eµp¯] +
1
6
Hp¯m¯n¯ := −ω¯−µ[mne¯µp¯] −
1
3
Hp¯m¯n¯ ,
Φ¯p¯p¯n¯ = −e¯µp¯ω¯µp¯n¯ + 2∂n¯φ .
(B.17)
∂µd0 = ∂µφ˜− 1
2
γ˜ννµ (B.18)
where γ˜ is the background Christoffel connection in GR.
Let us turn to the semi-covariant curvature tensor SMNPQ which is defined
SMNPQ =
1
2
(
RMNPQ +RPQMN − ΓRMNΓRPQ
)
, (B.19)
where RMNPQ is defined from the standard commutator of the covariant derivatives
RMNPQ = ∂MΓNPQ − ∂NΓMPQ + ΓMPRΓNRQ − ΓNPRΓMRQ . (B.20)
We can represent SMNPQ in terms of DFT spin connections
RMNPQ = FPQmnVM
mVN
n + F¯PQm¯n¯V¯M
m¯V¯N
n¯ (B.21)
where
FMNmn = ∂MΦNmn − ∂NΦMmn +ΦMmpΦNpn −ΦNmpΦMpn
F¯MNm¯n¯ = ∂M Φ¯Nm¯n¯ − ∂N Φ¯Mm¯n¯ − Φ¯Mm¯p¯Φ¯Np¯n¯ + Φ¯Nm¯p¯Φ¯Mp¯n¯
(B.22)
Even though SMNPQ is not a tensor with respect to the generalized diffeomorphism, we
can obtain tensors by contracting SMNPQ with the projection operators. The generalized
Ricci scalar and tensor are defined
SMN = PM
P P¯N
QPRSSRPSQ, S := 2P
MNPPQSMPNQ , (B.23)
and one can show that these are covariant under the O(d, d) and generalized diffeomor-
phism. We can represent them in terms of the DFT spin connections
S = 4∂mΦnmn − 2ΦmmpΦnnp − 3Φ[mnp]Φmnp +Φp¯mnΦp¯mn ,
Smn¯ = −1
2
(
∂mΦ¯
p¯
n¯p¯ − ∂p¯Φ¯mn¯p¯ − Φ¯mn¯p¯Φ¯q¯ p¯q¯ − Φp¯qmΦ¯qp¯n¯
)
.
(B.24)
where ∂m = Vm
M∂M and ∂m¯ = V¯m¯
M∂M .
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